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REMARKS 

The present invention is a method of distributing electronic (xintent between 
first and second terminal devices, a system for distributing electronic content, a 
memory module for use with a terminal device and a terminal device. Each of the 
claims, in differing degrees of scope, substantively requires storing of tailoring 
information In a memory module separate from and releasably attachable to a 
terminal device with the tailoring Information defining what electronic content is able 
to be transferred, a period of time during which the defined content is able to be 
transferred, and whether the defined content can be transfen-ed between temiinal 
devices. Once tailoring infomiation is given its proper nan-ower constmction than 
the Impermissibly broad interpretation thereof by the Examiner of "authorizing" 
Information, the rejection of the claims under 35 U.S.C. §103, as discussed below 
based at least on the combination of Martineau and Ginter et al, cannot stand. 

Claims 1, 3 and 6-18 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 as being 
unpatentable over United States Patent 5,892,900 (Ginter et al) and United States 
Patent 5,915,226 (Martineau). These grounds of rejection are traversed for the 
following reasons. 

With respect to claim 1 . the Examiner reasons in part as follows: 

Martineau does not specifically recite the term "tailoring 
information". 

However Ginter cleariy teaches (see all above citations, 
including citations in Response to Arguments section) that control and 
access codes may be stored on the smart card defining what electronic 
content may be transferred: what content can be transferred, if it can 
be further transferred to a third party, if it can be copies, edited, or 
have its njles of control and access changed prior to further transfer; 
when the content can be transfen-ed, the period of time during the 
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content may be accessed, what payment is due for accessing the 
content, etc., etc. The control and access code may also Include, as 
appropriate, cryptographic keys and digital signatures, for appropriate 
authentication, verification, and authorization of both parties to the 
transaction (see both Martineau and Ginter citations above), 

Therefore It would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in 
the art at the time the invention was made to have applied Ginter's 
teachings to a wireless system as disclosed by Martineau in order to 
provide convenient, safe, secure, versatile, and portable means for 
delivering and distributing electronic content, as recited in claim 1. 

For reasons set forth below, this reasoning is erroneous. 

Claim 1 recites a method of distributing electronic content between first 

and second temiinal devices. A memory module Is recited which is separate 

from and releasably attachable to at least the second terminal device that 

stores tailoring infonnation "defining what electnDnic content is able to be 

transfen-ed. a period of time during which the defined electronic content Is 

able to be transfered" and whether the defined electronic content can be 

transferred by the second terminal device to a further terminal device". The 

electronic module is attached to the second terminal device, during which the 

tailoring information Is read from the memory module into the second terminal 

device followed by comparing the tailoring infomiation in the second terminal 

device with tailoring Information included with the content and if the tailoring 

information in the second terminal device compares favorably with the 

tailoring information included with the content, transferring the defined 

electronic content from the first temiinal device to the second terminal device 

according to the tailoring information. The proposed combination of 
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Martineau and Ginter et al, if made, does not render this subject matter 
obvious. 

In the first place. IVIartineau discloses a mechanism by which a cellular 
telephone handset, which includes a SIM card 4. receives a prepaid card 10 
so that a payment from the prepaid card is used to pay for telephone calls 
when the SIM card and the prepaid card authenticate that there are units in 
the prepaid card which may be used to pay for the telephone call at which 
point the SIM card switches to a non-restricted mode allowing the telephone 
call to be completed. See column 7, lines 66-67. through column 8, 
lines 1-10. As may be seen, the cellular telephone handset 2 corrtmunicates 
through a base station 12 to presumably another telephone or mobile unit 
which is not illustrated nor described. 

The Examiner erroneously concludes that Martineau discloses the 
transfer of electronic content. All that Martineau suggests is that a telephone 
call in a SIM enabled cellular telephone handset is paid for by a prepaid 
card 10. A person of ordinary sitill in the art: understands that voice 
communications, which are digitized content transmitted between the cellular 
handset 2 and the base station 12. are not electronic content. Electronic 
content Is understood by persons of ordinary skill in the art to consist of 
digitized non-voice communications. 

Moreover, it is understood that the Examiner has construed the SIM 
card 8 to be the storage for tailoring information. However, since^ tailoring 
Information is specifically recited in claim 1 as "storing tailoring Infonnation in 
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memory module separate from and releasably attachable to the second 
terminal device, the tailoring infontiation defining what electronic amtent is 
able to be transferred, a period of time during which the defined electronic 
content is able to be transferred, and whether the defined electronic content 
can be transferred bv tha second term inal device to a further terminaLdgyjce". 
the SIM card must contain the tailoring Information. Moreover, it is seen that 
claim 1 recites the interaction between three terminal devices with tailoring 
information being stored in a memory module which is attachable to the 
second terminal, device which the Examiner must constme to be the cellular 
telephone handset. The Examiner has not accounted for the two other 
temninal devices in the rejection of claim 1 . 

Moreover, it Is clear that the SIM card 8 does not satisfy any of the 
attributes of the stored tailoring infomnation which the Examiner must 
construe to be present on the smart card 8 in order to meet claim 1 . 

The SIM module described in Martineau has the attributes of SIM in 
the GSM system which has the purpose of enabling a user to personalize 
mobile equipment so that it may be used with particular SIMs. This usage is 
not analogous to the recited storing of tailoring Infomiation on a memory 
module. 

It is noted that the Examiner has constmed "tailoring information" as 
"authorizing" information which is a far broader constmction than the tailoring 
information as specifically recited In claim 1. While a SIM card S, as taught 
by Martineau, might have an "authorizing" function, it does not have anything 
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analogous to the recited tailoring information stored thereon. The liixaminer 
has Impermissibly broadened the construction of tailoring infomaation as 

recited in claim 1. 

Moreover, claim 1 specifically recites "while the memory module Is 
attached to the second tenninal device, reading the tailoring infom-iation from 
the memory module into the second terminal device", The Examiner cites 
column 4. lines 17-38. of Martineau. However, what is disclosed is not 
tailoring Information as recited In claim 1 , but merely pertains to thie transfer 
of prepaid telephone units to the SIM card which does not meetthie limitation 
of reading tailoring infomiation and electronic content from the memory 
module into the second terminal device. Prepaid telephone units,, while 
possibly being a form of authorizing information, do not meet the recited 
definition of tailoring infomiation. 

Moreover, the Examiner's citation of Ginter et al at column 41 . 
lines 5-7, is not understood to address or suggest the transfer of tailoring 
information from the memory module Into a second terminal device or 
electronic content. All that Is stated in column 41 of Ginter et al l::i that "[t]he 
VDE card and the terminal (and/or online connection) can securely exchange 
Information related to a transaction, with credit and/or electronic i:;urrency 
being transfen-ed to a merchant and/or clearinghouse and transaction 
infomiation flowing bacl< to the card". This has nothing to do witl i the specific 
recitation of the memory module being attached to the second terminal device 
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to read the tailoring information and electronic content from a mem.ory module 
into the second temiinal device. 

Moreover, claim 1 further recites, "comparing the tailoring information 
in the second terminal device with the tailoring information included with the 
content". Apparently the Examiner is relying upon Martineau at column 4, 
lines 17-38. and Ginter et al at column 41, lines 5-7. However, neither 
Martineau nor Ginter et al describe comparing tailoring information in the 
second terminal device with tailoring infomnation included wrthin t_he.content. 
The Examiner has not explained where tailoring information associated with 
the content is found in the references and what the source of the «X)ntent is. 
Certainly, with respect to Martineau, since the infomnation which hi 
transmitted is digitized audio, there is no "tailoring information included with 
the content" which is compared with the tailoring information In the second 
terminal device. Moreover, the reference to column 41 . of Ginter et al does 
not cure the foregoing deficiencies. 

Finally, claim 1 recites if the tailoring infomnation in the second terminal 
device compares favorably with the tailoring information included with the 
content, transfening the defined electronic content from the first temiinal 
device to the second terminal device according to the tailoring information. In 
this regard, the Examiner has not explained where the first terminal device is 
located in Martineau or in Ginter et al. It should be noted that the previous 
portion of claim 1 required the memory module to be attached to the second 
terminal device which had to be under the Examiner's construction of claim 1 
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to be the cellular telephone handset 2. With this construction in mind, the 
Examiner has not indicated where in l\4artineau and/or Ginter et al i-ilone or in 
combination the transferring of defined electronic content from the Hrst 
terminal device to the second terminal device according to the tailoiring 
information occurs "if the tailoring Infomiation in the second terminal device 
compares favorably with the tailoring infomnation included with the content". 

In Section 6C of the Office Action, the Examiner has commented upon 
the Ginter et al reference. Therein it is noted that the Examiner refers to 
several places in Ginter including columns 299-302 with reference to 
lines 14-33 of column 299, lines 42-59 of column 299 and lines 3-1 5 of 
column 302. and furthemiore to columns 307-332. The Examiner is correct 
that distribution of virtual distribution environment (VDE) is described. 
However, the described distribution does not pertain to the specifics of the 
claimed environment involving multiple terminal devices and the storing of 
tailoring information in a memory module which, as claimed, is attached to the 
second terminal device as part of the process for tailoring Information to be 
transfen-ed to the second terminal device, compared therein and if the 
comparison is favorable, to transfer electronic content from a first terminal 
device to the second terminal device. This sequence, and nothing analogous 
thereto, is disclosed in the aforementioned portions of Ginter et al. 

Moreover, it is submitted that the Examiner has not demonstrated any 
motivation why a person of ordinary skill in the art would be moti\'ated to 
modify Martineau which, contrary to the Examiner's position in ths final 
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rejection, does not disclose transfer of electronic content to include the 
distribution of electronic content between multiple terminal devices las recited 
in claim 1 pertaining to a memory module which is a SIM card as disclosed in 
Martineau, Clearly, Martineau does not contemplate distribution of electronic 
content in any manner analogous to the subject matter of the clainms involving 
multiple terminal devices with Martineau's disclosure being concerned with 
the payment from a pre-payment card 10 to a SIM card 8 mounted in the 
cellular telephone handset 2. 

It is submitted that a person of ordinary skill in the art would not 
consider either Martineau's use of SIM card 8 or Ginter et al's VDE system, 
which does not disclose the use of memory modules with tailoring information 
as recited in claim 1, including the reading of the memory module to transfer 
tailoring information to the second terminal device as recited in claim 1 , to be 
combinable to achieve the subject matter of claim 1 , It is submitted that the 
Examiner's proposed combination is based on impermissible hind!=.ight with 
the Examiner picking and choosing various features from Martineau and 
Ginter et al proposed combination to achieve the subject matter of claim 1 . 
There is no counterpart of the multiple terminal devices and storage of 
tailoring information in the memory module including its use thereof as recited 
in claim 1 in the Martineau and Ginter et al references. 

Claim 15 defines a system for distributing electronic content. Claim 15 
recites an element for transferring selected electronic content over the 
wireless connection according to predetermined tailoring information defining 
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electronic content eligible to be transferred from the element, a period of time 
during which the defined electronic content is able to be transferred, and 
whether the defined electronic content can be transfen-ed by a first terminal 
device to a further temninal device: a first terminal device for receiving 
electronic content over the wireless connection; a memory module for storing 
tailoring infomnation. the memory module being separate and releasjably 
attachable to the first temnlnal device; attaching means for attaching the 
memory module to the first terminal device; the first tenninal devictj being 
adapted to read the tailoring information from the memory module and to 
transmit the tailoring Infomriation to the element over the wireless connection; 
and the element being adapted to transfer electronic content to the first 
tenninal device over the wireless connection according to the tailoring 
information. The arguments involving the combination of Martineau and 
Ginter et al and limitations which are common to claims 1 and 15 are 
incorporated by reference. It is submitted that claim 15 is not rendered 
obvious by the proposed combination of Martlneau and Ginter et al. 

Claim 15 substantively recites that the first terminal device is adapted 
to read the tailoring information from the memory module and to transmit the 
tailoring information to the element over the wireless connection w/lth the 
element transferring selected electronic content over the wireless connection 
accorxJlng to predetermined tailoring information defining electronic content 
eligible to be transfemed from the element, a period of time during which the 
defined electronic content is available to be transferred, and whether the 
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defined electronic content can be transferred via a first temiinal device to a 
further device. As has been pointed out above with respect to claim 1 , the 
Martineau system does not pertain to the transmission of electronic content in 
accordance with tailoring information including whether the defined electronic 
content can be transferred via a first terminal device to a further terminal 
device. All that Martineau discloses is a portable handset 2 communicating 
with a base station 12. The Examiner has not explained what he ot)nsiders 
the claimed "element" to be and, like the rejection of claim 1. the Ejcaminer 
interprets tailoring information to be mere "authorizing" without givirig weight 
to the recited specifics of the tailoring information including defininci electronic 
content eligible to be transferred from the element, a period of tim«i during 
which the defined electronic content is able to be transferred, and whether the 
defined electronic content can be transferred via a first terminal device to a 
further device. Moreover, the deficiencies of the interpretation of the SIM 
card 8 as being the memory module for storing tailoring information have 
been discussed above with respect to claim 1 . 

Furthermore, the first terminal device is recited as being adapted to 
read the tailoring information from the memory module and to transmit the 
tailoring information to the element over the wireless connection. The 
Examiner has not explained where the element is {which is not recited in 
claim 1 ), and how the cellular telephone handset 2 could be read upon the 
first terminal device, including transmitting tailoring information which has 
been transferred thereto from the memory module and to transmit the 
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tailoring information to the element which the Examiner has not even, 
addressed in the Final Rejection. 

It is submitted that Ginter does not disclose the combination of the 
element for transferring electronic content over a wireless connection 
according to predetermined tailoring information as recited in claim 15 in 
combination with the memory module transmitting the tailoring information to 
the first temiinal device and further transmitting the tailoring infomnation to the 
element over the wireless connection. 

Martineau does not disclose the transmission of anything from the SIM 
card 8 over the wireless connection and therefore, cannot be read upon the 
transmission of tailoring information which has to be interpreted by the 
Examiner as being stored on the SIM card 8. 

In summary, it is submitted that the Examiner has not considered the 
limitations of claim 15 which are substantively different than the limitations in 
claim 1. Moreover, like claim 1, claim 15 recites tailoring information which 
controls whether the defined electronic content can be transferred between 
terminal devices with the tailoring infomnation being stored on a memory 
module which has no counterpart In the proposed combination of Martineau 
and Ginter et al. 

It Is submitted that the Examiner's proposed combination of Martineau 
and Ginter et al is based upon impermissible hindsight and if such a 
combination were made, it would not result In the claimed invention in that a 
person of ordinary skill in the art would not consider the combined teachings 
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of Martineau and Ginter et al to suggest the use of multiple terminal devices 
and the storage medium as recited in claim 15. 

Claim 16 defines a memory module for use with a terminal d Ejvioe with 
the memory module comprising a storage medium for storing tailoring 
information relating to specific electronic content that the memory n iodule 
authorizes to be transferred to the terminal device, a period of time during 
which the defined electronic content is able to be transferred, and whether the 
defined electronic content can be transferred by the temiinal device to a 
further device; and an interface for mechanically and electrically coupling the 
memory module to the terminal device, the memory module being releasably 
attachable by the user to the terminal device to bring the memory module into 
mechanical and electrical content with the terminal device. The Examiner has 
rejected claim 16 on the same grounds as set forth above with respect to 
claim 1 . The arguments involving the combination of l\/lartlneau and Ginter et 
al and the limitations which are common to claims 1 and 16 are int»rporated 
herein by reference. 

The rejection of claim 16 is traversed for the reason that the proposed 
combination does not disclose the claimed storage medium including storing 
tailoring information which defines how specific electronic content is 
authorized to be transferred to the terminal device and further, a time period 
during which the defined electronic content is being transferred and whether 
the defined electronic content can be transferred by the terminal device to a 
further device. As has been stated above, there is no disclosure in the 
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combined teachings of Martineau and Ginter et al for transferring electronic 
content between terminal devices including tailoring information stored in a 
detachable memory module which authorizes electronic content to be 
transfen-ed to the terminal device and whether the defined electronic content 
can be transfen-ed by the terminal device to a further tenninal device. As 
stated above, neither l\/lartineau nor Ginter et al alone or in combination 
suggests the multiple terminal devices in combination with tailoring 
information stored in the memory module for controlling whether th© defined 
electronic content can be transfered to a third terminal device. 

It is submitted that the Examiner's proposed combination of Martineau 

and Ginter et al is based upon impemiissible hindsight and if such 

combination were made, it would not result in the claimed invention in that a 

person of orxlinary skill in the art would not consider the combined ieachings 

of Martineau and Ginter et al to suggest the use of multiple terminal devices 

and the storage medium as recited In claim 16. 

Dependent claims 3 and 6-14 and 17-18 define more specHic aspects 

of the present Invention which are not rendered obvious by the proposed 

combination of Ginter and Martineau. 

Claims 4-5 and 19-31 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 over Ginter 

in view of Martineau further in view of WO 00/18025 (Nokia). This ground of 

rejection is traversed for the following reasons. 

With respect to dependent claims 4 and 5, it is noted that Nokia is cited 

for disclosing low power radio frequency RF links which does not cure the 

14 


PAGE 18/26 ' RCVD AT 6/29/2004 8:21:14 /I [Eastern Daylight Time] ' SVR:USPTO€FXRF>2/0 


^ 06/29/04 08:31 FAX 703 312 6iifi ATSK 


deficiencies of the basic combination of Martineau and Ginter as discussed 
above. Claim 5 also is patentable for the same reasons as set forth above 

with respect to claim 4. 

Claim 19 defines a terminal device including a storage device for 
storing tailoring infomiation, the tailoring infomnation defining specific 
electronic content that the storage device authorizes as being transferable to 
the tenninal device, a period of time during which the defined electronic 
content is able to be transferred, and whether the defined electronic: content 
can be transferred by the tenninal device to a further terminal device; an 
interface for mechanically and electrically coupling the storage device to the 
terminal device, the interface allowing releasable attachment of the storage 
device by a user to the terminal device to bring the storage device into 
mechanical and electrical contact with the tenninal device; means (or reading 
the tailoring Infonnatlon from the storage device into the terminal dovice when 
the storage device Is in mechanical and electrical contact with the l:erminal 
device; and the transceiver for transmitting the tailoring infonnatiori by 
wireless communication in order to authorize transfer of the specific electronic 
content to the terminal device. Claim 19 is patentable for the same reasons 
noted above with respect to claim 16. It is submitted that Nokia, which has 
been cited for a portable communications device capable of establishing a 
short range, low power radio frequency link, does not cure the deficiencies 
noted above with respect to the rejection of claim 1 6. 
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Claim 20 defines a method of distributing electronic content between 
first and second terminal devices whicli includes storing tailoring inf<:imiation 
in a memory module separate from and releasably attacliable to the first 
terminal device and the second terminal device, the tailoring inform;:ition 
defining what electronic content is able to be transferred, a period olf time 
during which the defined electronic content Is able to be transfen-ed,, and 
whether the defined electronic content can be transferred by the se<»nd 
terminal device to a further temriinal device; attaching the memory module to 
the first terminal device; while the memory module Is attached to the first 
terminal device, reading the tailoring information Into the first terminal device; 
transferring electronic content irom an access point to the first tenrilnal device 
according to the tailoring infomnation; attaching the electronic module to the 
second terminal device; while the memory module is attached to the second 
terminal device, reading the tailoring information from the memory module 
into the second terminal device; and transferring the electronic content from 
the first terminal device to the second temiinal device according to the 
tailoring Information. The arguments involving the combination of Martineau 
and Ginter et al and the limitations which are common to claims 1 and 20 are 
incorporated by reference. It is submitted the proposed combination of 
Martineau and Ginter and Nokia does not suggest the storing of tailoring 
information in a memory module which is attachable to first and second 
terminal devices. As noted above, the Examiner has not provided any 
explanation where in the proposed combination of Martineau and Ginter et al 
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first and second terminal devices are present. Moreover. Nokia does not cure 
this deficiency. 

Furthermore, claim 20 is limited to the attachment of the memory 
module to first and second terminal devices which results in the tailoring 
infomiation being read from the memory module into the first and second 
temiinal devices followed by transferring the electronic content fron'i the first 
terminal device to the second temiinal device according to the tailoi ing 
infomiation. As has been discussed above with respect to claim 1, it is 
submitted that the proposed combination of Martineau and Qinter et al does 
not suggest the specific steps recited in claim 20 including the transfer of 
electronic content from the first terminal device to the second termiinal device 
according to the tailoring information. 

Claim 21 recites a method of distributing electronic content between 
first and second terminal devices including storing tailoring Informi-ition in a 
memory module separate from and are releasably attachable to thie first 
temiinal device, the tailoring information defining what electronic content is 
available to be transfen^ed, a period of time during which the defined 
electronic content is able to be transferred, and whether the defined 
electronic content can be transferred baclt to the second terminal device to a 
further terminal device; while the memory module is attached to the first 
terminal device, reading the tailoring information from the memory module 
into the first terminal device; transferring electronic content from an access 
point to the first temiinal device according to the tailoring infonna tlon and 


17 


PAGE 21/26 • RCVD AT molM 8:21:14 AW! (Eastern Daylight Time] " SVR:USPTO€FXW^^^ 


•i06/29/04 08:32 FAX 703 312^^fc ATSIL 


transferring the electronic content from the first temiinal device to th^s second 
terminal device accorxling to the tailoring information. The arguments 
Involving the combination of Martineau and Ginter and limitations which are 
common to claims 1 and 21 are Incorporated by reference. In the fifst place, 
claim 21 recites that the tailoring infonnatlon detennines whether th« defined 
electronic content can be transfen-ed to the second temiinal device lo a third 
terminal device. It is submitted that the proposed combination of Martineau, 
Ginter et al and Nokia does not suggest first, second and third terminal 
devices. It should be noted that the Examiner has not explained wTiere the 
first, second and further terminal devices are in the proposed combination of 
Martineau, Ginter et al and Nokia. Furthermore, It is submitted that the 
proposed combination does not suggest the reading of tailoring Information 
from a memory module into a first temiinal device transferring eleclj-onic 
content from an access point to the first terminal device and transferring the 
electronic content from the first terminal device to the second temiitial device. 

Claim 22 defines a method of distributing electronic content between 
first and second terminal devices. Claim 22 is patentable for the saime 
reasons set forth above with respect to claim 21 . Claim 22 differs from 
claim 21 In reciting that the memory module is attached to the second 
terminal device followed by reading the tailoring Information from the memory 
module into the second terminal device; transfening electronic from an 
access point to the first terminal device according to the tailoring infonnatlon: 
and transferring the electronic content from the first terminal devio-s to the 
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second terminal device according to the tailoring Information. While step (c) 
of claim 22 pertains to the second temiinal device and step (c) of chaim 21 
pertains to the first terminal device. It is submitted that claim 22 is psrtentable 
for the same reasons set forth above with respect to claim 21 . 

Claim 23 recites a method of distributing electronic content between 
first and second temiinal devices. Claim 23 recites storing of tailoring 
information in a first memoiy module separate from and releasably attachable 
to the first terminal device, the tailoring information defining what electronic 
content is able to be transferred, a period of time during which the defined 
electronic content is able to be transferred, and whether the defined 
electronic content can be transferred by the second temninal device to a 
further terminal device followed by the sequence of attaching the first memory 
module to the first temiinal device and reading the tailoring information from 
the first memory module into the first terminal device; storing the tailoring 
Information in the second memory module separate from and releasably 
attachable to a second terminal device; attaching the second memory module 
to the second terminal device and reading the tailoring Information from the 
second memory module into the second temiinal device, comparing the 
tailoring information of the first temninal device with the tailoring information of 
the second terminal device and if the tailoring infbmnation in the first terminal 
device compares favorably with the tailoring information in the se«»nd 
temiinal device, transferring the defined electronic content from tlie first 
terminal device to the second temninal device according to the tailoring 
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information. It is therefore seen that claim 23 is substantially more limited 
than the preceding claims in defining not only a first memory module, but also 
a second memory module, the transmission of tailoring Infomiation from the 
fir^t memory module and the second memory module respectively to first and 
second terminal devices followed by comparing the tailoring infornisition from 
the first terminal device with the tailoring information of the second terminal 
device; and upon favorable comparison, transfemng the defined electronic 
content from the first temilnal device to the second terminal device according 
to tailoring information. Claim 23 recites multiple terminal devices which 
interact with multiple memory modules Including comparing of the tailoring 
information in the multiple tennlnal devices with a successful comparison 
resulting in the transfemng of the defined electronic content from the first 
terminal device to the second terminal device. This combination is clearly not 
taught by the proposed combination of references. As has been stated above 
with respect to claim 1 , the proposed combination of references does not 
even suggest conditions under which the storage of electronic content on a 
single memory module would be used to control transferring of defined 
electronic content from a first temninal device to a second tenninal device 
according to the tailoring infomnation. Moreover, there is no counterpart of 
the claimed usage of multiple memory modules and their Interaction with 
multiple terminal devices. 

It Is noted that the Examiner merely concludes that "[u]sing the 
obviousness and motivation analysis and the citations already made for 
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claims 1 . 15, 16 and 19, Ginter in view of Martlneau and Nokia disclose all of 
the limitations of claims 23-24". It is submitted that this analysis is incorrect 
with the Examiner not even providing any indication where the multiple 
tem^inal devices and the multiple memory modules are as recited In claim 23 
in his analysis of claim 23. It is submitted that the rejection of claim 23 is 
based upon impermissible hindsight and if the proposed combination of 
references were made, as suggested by the Examiner, the result would not 
achieve the subject matter of claim 23. 

Claim 24 defines a method of distributing electronic content between 
first and second terminal devices. Claim 24 is patentable for the same 
reasons set forth above with respect to claim 22. 

The rejected dependent claims further limit the independent claims in a 
manner which is not rendered obvious by the proposed combination of 
Martlneau, Ginter et al and Nokia. 

In view of the foregoing remarks, it is submitted that each of the claims 
in the application is in condition for allowance. Accordingly, early allowance 
thereof is respectfully requested. 

Please charge any shortage in the fees due in connection ^with the 
filing of this paper, including extension of time fees, to the deposit; account of 
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Antonelli. Terry. Stout & Kraus, LLP. Deposit Account No. 01-2135 (Case: 
0171.39361X00). and please credit any excess fees to such deposrt account. 

Respectfully submitted. 

ANTONELLI. TERRY. STOUT & KRAUS, LLP 



DonaidETstour 
Registration No. 26.422 
(703)312-6600 

DES-.dlh 
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